 WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM1.2 versus Experience
Descriptive Statistics
	Experience
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	0-4 years
	4
	3,5
	11,3
	-0,39

	10-14 years
	7
	4,0
	14,3
	0,79

	5-9 years
	7
	4,0
	13,6
	0,48

	More than 15 years
	6
	3,0
	10,0
	-1,00

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	3
	1,48
	0,686

	Adjusted for ties
	3
	1,71
	0,634


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.


WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM1.3 versus Experience
Descriptive Statistics
	Experience
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	0-4 years
	4
	4,5
	16,1
	1,12

	10-14 years
	7
	4,0
	15,4
	1,30

	5-9 years
	7
	3,0
	8,5
	-1,78

	More than 15 years
	6
	4,0
	11,3
	-0,47

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	3
	4,66
	0,199

	Adjusted for ties
	3
	5,50
	0,139


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.



WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM1.4 versus Experience
Descriptive Statistics
	Experience
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	0-4 years
	4
	4,0
	13,1
	0,19

	10-14 years
	7
	4,0
	13,1
	0,25

	5-9 years
	7
	4,0
	13,9
	0,60

	More than 15 years
	6
	3,5
	9,8
	-1,07

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	3
	1,19
	0,756

	Adjusted for ties
	3
	1,35
	0,717


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.

WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM2.1 versus Experience
Descriptive Statistics
	Experience
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	0-4 years
	4
	2
	10,1
	-0,74

	10-14 years
	7
	3
	10,1
	-1,08

	5-9 years
	7
	4
	15,9
	1,49

	More than 15 years
	6
	3
	13,0
	0,20

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	3
	2,88
	0,410

	Adjusted for ties
	3
	3,16
	0,368


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.



WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM2.2 versus Experience
Descriptive Statistics
	Experience
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	0-4 years
	4
	3
	10,4
	-0,66

	10-14 years
	7
	4
	12,2
	-0,13

	5-9 years
	7
	5
	16,4
	1,75

	More than 15 years
	6
	3
	9,7
	-1,13

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	3
	3,50
	0,321

	Adjusted for ties
	3
	3,70
	0,296


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.



WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM2.3 versus Experience
Descriptive Statistics
	Experience
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	0-4 years
	4
	2,5
	7,0
	-1,70

	10-14 years
	7
	4,0
	15,4
	1,27

	5-9 years
	7
	4,0
	13,2
	0,32

	More than 15 years
	6
	3,5
	12,0
	-0,20

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	3
	3,66
	0,300

	Adjusted for ties
	3
	4,01
	0,261


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.


WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM2.4 versus Experience
Descriptive Statistics
	Experience
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	0-4 years
	4
	3
	13,3
	0,23

	10-14 years
	7
	3
	13,9
	0,60

	5-9 years
	7
	3
	10,0
	-1,11

	More than 15 years
	6
	3
	13,3
	0,33

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	3
	1,26
	0,738

	Adjusted for ties
	3
	1,43
	0,699


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.




WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM2.5 versus Experience
Descriptive Statistics
	Experience
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	0-4 years
	4
	4
	9,1
	-1,05

	10-14 years
	7
	4
	15,1
	1,14

	5-9 years
	7
	4
	12,6
	0,03

	More than 15 years
	6
	4
	11,7
	-0,33

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	3
	1,92
	0,589

	Adjusted for ties
	3
	2,22
	0,527


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.

WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM2.6 versus Experience
Descriptive Statistics
	Experience
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	0-4 years
	4
	3,0
	8,5
	-1,24

	10-14 years
	7
	4,0
	12,6
	0,03

	5-9 years
	7
	3,0
	12,3
	-0,10

	More than 15 years
	6
	4,5
	15,3
	1,13

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	3
	2,25
	0,522

	Adjusted for ties
	3
	2,43
	0,488


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.




WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM2.7 versus Experience
Descriptive Statistics
	Experience
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	0-4 years
	4
	2
	11,9
	-0,19

	10-14 years
	7
	2
	13,2
	0,32

	5-9 years
	7
	3
	14,0
	0,67

	More than 15 years
	6
	2
	10,3
	-0,87

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	3
	0,98
	0,806

	Adjusted for ties
	3
	1,22
	0,748


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.



WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM3.1 versus Experience
Descriptive Statistics
	Experience
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	0-4 years
	4
	3,5
	13,1
	0,19

	10-14 years
	7
	4,0
	13,6
	0,51

	5-9 years
	7
	4,0
	11,5
	-0,44

	More than 15 years
	6
	3,0
	11,9
	-0,23

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	3
	0,39
	0,941

	Adjusted for ties
	3
	0,43
	0,933


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.


WORKSHEET 1
[bookmark: _Hlk57561397]Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM3.4 versus Experience
Descriptive Statistics
	Experience
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	0-4 years
	4
	4,5
	16,8
	1,32

	5-9 years
	7
	4,0
	14,6
	0,92

	10-14 years
	7
	4,0
	13,4
	0,38

	More than 15 years
	6
	3,0
	6,3
	-2,50

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	3
	6,84
	0,077

	Adjusted for ties
	3
	8,28
	0,041


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.


WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM3.5 versus Experience
Descriptive Statistics
	Experience
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	0-4 years
	4
	3,5
	14,0
	0,46

	10-14 years
	7
	2,0
	9,1
	-1,49

	5-9 years
	7
	3,0
	11,6
	-0,41

	More than 15 years
	6
	4,0
	16,5
	1,60

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	3
	3,80
	0,284

	Adjusted for ties
	3
	4,14
	0,246


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.


WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM3.6 versus Experience
Descriptive Statistics
	Experience
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	0-4 years
	4
	4
	11,8
	-0,23

	10-14 years
	7
	5
	14,2
	0,76

	5-9 years
	7
	4
	12,6
	0,06

	More than 15 years
	6
	4
	10,8
	-0,67

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	3
	0,79
	0,851

	Adjusted for ties
	3
	1,00
	0,800


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.


WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM3.7 versus Experience
Descriptive Statistics
	Experience
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	0-4 years
	4
	3,0
	15,9
	1,05

	10-14 years
	7
	3,0
	14,4
	0,86

	5-9 years
	7
	2,0
	10,1
	-1,05

	More than 15 years
	6
	2,5
	10,8
	-0,70

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	3
	2,58
	0,461

	Adjusted for ties
	3
	2,81
	0,421


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.


WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM4.3 versus Experience
Descriptive Statistics
	Experience
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	0-4 years
	4
	4
	12,3
	-0,08

	10-14 years
	7
	4
	11,9
	-0,29

	5-9 years
	7
	4
	14,9
	1,05

	More than 15 years
	6
	4
	10,7
	-0,73

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	3
	1,24
	0,742

	Adjusted for ties
	3
	1,67
	0,644


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.


WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM5.1 versus Experience
Descriptive Statistics
	Experience
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	0-4 years
	4
	4
	17,3
	1,47

	10-14 years
	7
	3
	9,9
	-1,14

	5-9 years
	7
	4
	16,1
	1,59

	More than 15 years
	6
	3
	8,2
	-1,73

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	3
	6,77
	0,080

	Adjusted for ties
	3
	7,54
	0,057


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.


WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM5.2 versus Experience
Descriptive Statistics
	Experience
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	0-4 years
	4
	4,5
	17,8
	1,63

	10-14 years
	7
	4,0
	13,2
	0,32

	5-9 years
	7
	3,0
	7,5
	-2,22

	More than 15 years
	6
	4,0
	14,0
	0,60

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	3
	6,05
	0,109

	Adjusted for ties
	3
	6,77
	0,080


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.


WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM6.3 versus Experience
Descriptive Statistics
	Experience
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	0-4 years
	4
	2
	9,3
	-1,01

	10-14 years
	7
	2
	14,3
	0,79

	5-9 years
	7
	2
	13,1
	0,25

	More than 15 years
	6
	2
	11,9
	-0,23

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	3
	1,38
	0,711

	Adjusted for ties
	3
	1,73
	0,629


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.


WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM6.6 versus Experience
Descriptive Statistics
	Experience
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	0-4 years
	4
	2,5
	10,3
	-0,70

	10-14 years
	7
	3,0
	10,9
	-0,73

	5-9 years
	7
	4,0
	15,4
	1,27

	More than 15 years
	6
	2,5
	12,6
	0,03

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	3
	1,93
	0,588

	Adjusted for ties
	3
	2,15
	0,542


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.


WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM6.7 versus Experience
Descriptive Statistics
	Experience
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	0-4 years
	4
	2,5
	9,5
	-0,93

	10-14 years
	7
	3,0
	12,2
	-0,13

	5-9 years
	7
	4,0
	14,6
	0,92

	More than 15 years
	6
	2,5
	12,4
	-0,03

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	3
	1,33
	0,721

	Adjusted for ties
	3
	1,46
	0,691


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.


WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM7.1 versus Experience
Descriptive Statistics
	Experience
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	0-4 years
	4
	2,0
	11,8
	-0,23

	10-14 years
	7
	2,0
	11,6
	-0,38

	5-9 years
	7
	2,0
	10,4
	-0,95

	More than 15 years
	6
	2,5
	16,5
	1,60

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	3
	2,71
	0,438

	Adjusted for ties
	3
	3,46
	0,326


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.


WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM7.2 versus Experience
Descriptive Statistics
	Experience
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	0-4 years
	4
	3,5
	13,3
	0,23

	10-14 years
	7
	3,0
	12,1
	-0,19

	5-9 years
	7
	4,0
	13,3
	0,35

	More than 15 years
	6
	3,0
	11,6
	-0,37

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	3
	0,26
	0,968

	Adjusted for ties
	3
	0,29
	0,962


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.




WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM1.2 versus Working position
Descriptive Statistics
	Working
position
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Academic
	9
	4
	11,4
	-0,57

	Consultant
	6
	4
	12,8
	0,13

	Manager
	9
	4
	13,3
	0,45

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,34
	0,844

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	0,39
	0,822






WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM1.3 versus Working position
Descriptive Statistics
	Working
position
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Academic
	9
	4
	11,8
	-0,39

	Consultant
	6
	4
	15,8
	1,33

	Manager
	9
	3
	11,0
	-0,80

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	1,83
	0,400

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	2,16
	0,339






WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM1.4 versus Working position
Descriptive Statistics
	Working
position
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Academic
	9
	4
	11,5
	-0,54

	Consultant
	6
	4
	13,1
	0,23

	Manager
	9
	4
	13,1
	0,33

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,29
	0,866

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	0,33
	0,849







WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM2.1 versus Working position
Descriptive Statistics
	Working
position
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Academic
	9
	2
	9,4
	-1,64

	Consultant
	6
	3
	13,9
	0,57

	Manager
	9
	3
	14,6
	1,13

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	2,72
	0,256

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	2,98
	0,226







WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM2.2 versus Working position
Descriptive Statistics
	Working
position
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Academic
	9
	3
	12,0
	-0,27

	Consultant
	6
	4
	12,6
	0,03

	Manager
	9
	3
	12,9
	0,24

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,08
	0,960

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	0,09
	0,958








WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM2.3 versus Working position
Descriptive Statistics
	Working
position
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Academic
	9
	3
	11,8
	-0,36

	Consultant
	6
	3
	11,6
	-0,37

	Manager
	9
	4
	13,8
	0,69

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,47
	0,789

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	0,52
	0,771






WORKSHEET 1
[bookmark: _Hlk57562597]Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM2.4 versus Working position
Descriptive Statistics
	
Working position
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Academic
	9
	2,0
	8,6
	-2,09

	Consultant
	6
	3,5
	17,3
	1,90

	Manager
	9
	3,0
	13,2
	0,39

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	5,52
	0,063

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	6,26
	0,044






WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM2.5 versus Working position
Descriptive Statistics
	Working
position
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Academic
	9
	4
	12,2
	-0,15

	Consultant
	6
	4
	11,3
	-0,47

	Manager
	9
	4
	13,6
	0,57

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,38
	0,828

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	0,44
	0,804






WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM2.6 versus Working position
Descriptive Statistics
	Working
position
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Academic
	9
	3
	11,6
	-0,51

	Consultant
	6
	4
	14,1
	0,63

	Manager
	9
	4
	12,4
	-0,06

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,46
	0,793

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	0,50
	0,779








WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM2.7 versus Working position
Descriptive Statistics
	Working
position
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Academic
	9
	3,0
	13,8
	0,72

	Consultant
	6
	2,5
	14,1
	0,63

	Manager
	9
	2,0
	10,1
	-1,28

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	1,65
	0,439

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	2,05
	0,359




WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM3.1 versus Working position
Descriptive Statistics
	Working
position
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Academic
	9
	2
	11,1
	-0,78

	Consultant
	6
	4
	15,6
	1,23

	Manager
	9
	3
	11,9
	-0,33

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	1,58
	0,453

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	1,74
	0,419








WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM3.4 versus Working position
Descriptive Statistics
	Working
position
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Academic
	9
	4
	11,9
	-0,30

	Consultant
	6
	4
	12,3
	-0,07

	Manager
	9
	4
	13,2
	0,36

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,14
	0,933

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	0,17
	0,919






WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM3.5 versus Working position
Descriptive Statistics
	Working
position
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Academic
	9
	3,0
	13,6
	0,60

	Consultant
	6
	2,5
	8,5
	-1,60

	Manager
	9
	4,0
	14,1
	0,83

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	2,58
	0,276

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	2,81
	0,245







WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM3.6 versus Working position
Descriptive Statistics
	Working
position
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Academic
	9
	5
	15,5
	1,61

	Consultant
	6
	4
	9,6
	-1,17

	Manager
	9
	4
	11,4
	-0,57

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	2,84
	0,242

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	3,60
	0,165






WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM3.7 versus Working position
Descriptive Statistics
	Working
position
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Academic
	9
	3,0
	13,5
	0,54

	Consultant
	6
	2,5
	11,5
	-0,40

	Manager
	9
	3,0
	12,2
	-0,18

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,32
	0,852

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	0,35
	0,840






WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM4.3 versus Working position
Descriptive Statistics
	Working
position
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Academic
	9
	4
	12,0
	-0,27

	Consultant
	6
	4
	12,2
	-0,13

	Manager
	9
	4
	13,2
	0,39

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,15
	0,927

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	0,20
	0,903






WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM5.1 versus Working position
Descriptive Statistics
	Working
position
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Academic
	9
	4
	14,4
	1,04

	Consultant
	6
	4
	12,7
	0,07

	Manager
	9
	3
	10,4
	-1,10

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	1,44
	0,486

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	1,61
	0,447






WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM5.2 versus Working position
Descriptive Statistics
	Working
position
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Academic
	9
	4
	13,6
	0,57

	Consultant
	6
	3
	10,1
	-0,97

	Manager
	9
	4
	13,1
	0,30

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,96
	0,620

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	1,07
	0,585






WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM6.3 versus Working position
Descriptive Statistics
	Working
position
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Academic
	9
	2
	13,0
	0,27

	Consultant
	6
	2
	14,8
	0,93

	Manager
	9
	2
	10,4
	-1,10

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	1,46
	0,482

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	1,84
	0,399







WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM6.6 versus Working position
Descriptive Statistics
	Working
position
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Academic
	9
	3
	12,5
	0,00

	Consultant
	6
	3
	12,8
	0,13

	Manager
	9
	3
	12,3
	-0,12

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,02
	0,989

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	0,02
	0,988






WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM6.7 versus Working position
Descriptive Statistics
	Working
position
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Academic
	9
	4
	14,2
	0,92

	Consultant
	6
	3
	13,8
	0,50

	Manager
	9
	3
	9,9
	-1,37

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	1,90
	0,387

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	2,08
	0,353







WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM7.1 versus Working position
Descriptive Statistics
	Working
position
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Academic
	9
	2
	13,9
	0,78

	Consultant
	6
	2
	11,7
	-0,33

	Manager
	9
	2
	11,6
	-0,48

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,60
	0,740

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	0,77
	0,681








WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM7.2 versus Working position
Descriptive Statistics
	Working
position
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Academic
	9
	3
	11,9
	-0,33

	Consultant
	6
	3
	12,3
	-0,07

	Manager
	9
	3
	13,2
	0,39

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,16
	0,921

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	0,19
	0,912





WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM1.2 versus Affiliation
Descriptive Statistics
	Affiliation
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Other
	4
	3,5
	13,0
	0,15

	Private company
	9
	4,0
	12,6
	0,03

	University/Research centre
	11
	4,0
	12,3
	-0,14

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,03
	0,984

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	0,04
	0,982


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.




WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM1.3 versus Affiliation
Descriptive Statistics
	Affiliation
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Other
	4
	3
	9,4
	-0,97

	Private company
	9
	4
	15,2
	1,46

	University/Research centre
	11
	4
	11,4
	-0,70

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	2,38
	0,305

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	2,81
	0,246


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.


WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM1.4 versus Affiliation
Descriptive Statistics
	Affiliation
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Other
	4
	4
	15,1
	0,81

	Private company
	9
	4
	11,3
	-0,66

	University/Research centre
	11
	4
	12,5
	0,03

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,82
	0,663

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	0,93
	0,627


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.



WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM2.1 versus Affiliation
Descriptive Statistics
	Affiliation
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Other
	4
	3,5
	15,6
	0,97

	Private company
	9
	3,0
	13,1
	0,30

	University/Research centre
	11
	2,0
	10,9
	-1,01

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	1,39
	0,498

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	1,52
	0,467


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.




WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM2.2 versus Affiliation
Descriptive Statistics
	Affiliation
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Other
	4
	5
	17,1
	1,43

	Private company
	9
	3
	11,6
	-0,51

	University/Research centre
	11
	3
	11,6
	-0,58

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	2,05
	0,358

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	2,17
	0,338


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.




WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM2.3 versus Affiliation
Descriptive Statistics
	Affiliation
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Other
	4
	3
	12,0
	-0,15

	Private company
	9
	4
	13,1
	0,30

	University/Research centre
	11
	3
	12,2
	-0,17

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,09
	0,955

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	0,10
	0,951


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.



WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM2.4 versus Affiliation
Descriptive Statistics
	Affiliation
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Other
	4
	3
	15,1
	0,81

	Private company
	9
	3
	15,1
	1,40

	University/Research centre
	11
	3
	9,4
	-1,97

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	3,88
	0,144

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	4,39
	0,111


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.




WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM2.5 versus Affiliation
Descriptive Statistics
	Affiliation
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Other
	4
	4,5
	13,9
	0,43

	Private company
	9
	4,0
	11,4
	-0,57

	University/Research centre
	11
	4,0
	12,9
	0,23

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,38
	0,827

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	0,44
	0,802


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.


WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM2.6 versus Affiliation
Descriptive Statistics
	Affiliation
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Other
	4
	4
	12,3
	-0,08

	Private company
	9
	4
	13,7
	0,66

	University/Research centre
	11
	3
	11,6
	-0,58

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,46
	0,796

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	0,49
	0,782


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.




WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM2.7 versus Affiliation
Descriptive Statistics
	Affiliation
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Other
	4
	2
	11,9
	-0,19

	Private company
	9
	2
	11,3
	-0,66

	University/Research centre
	11
	3
	13,7
	0,78

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,63
	0,729

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	0,78
	0,675


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.



WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM3.1 versus Affiliation
Descriptive Statistics
	Affiliation
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Other
	4
	3,5
	13,1
	0,19

	Private company
	9
	3,0
	12,6
	0,03

	University/Research centre
	11
	4,0
	12,2
	-0,17

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,05
	0,976

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	0,05
	0,974


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.





WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM3.4 versus Affiliation
Descriptive Statistics
	Affiliation
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Other
	4
	5
	19,1
	2,05

	Private company
	9
	4
	10,2
	-1,22

	University/Research centre
	11
	4
	12,0
	-0,35

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	4,51
	0,105

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	5,46
	0,065


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.


WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM3.5 versus Affiliation
Descriptive Statistics
	Affiliation
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Other
	4
	2
	7,9
	-1,43

	Private company
	9
	3
	13,5
	0,54

	University/Research centre
	11
	3
	13,4
	0,55

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	2,06
	0,358

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	2,24
	0,326


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.





WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM3.6 versus Affiliation
Descriptive Statistics
	Affiliation
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Other
	4
	4
	11,8
	-0,23

	Private company
	9
	4
	9,4
	-1,67

	University/Research centre
	11
	5
	15,3
	1,80

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	3,53
	0,171

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	4,48
	0,107


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.
WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM3.7 versus Affiliation
Descriptive Statistics
	Affiliation
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Other
	4
	2,5
	9,1
	-1,05

	Private company
	9
	3,0
	12,7
	0,09

	University/Research centre
	11
	3,0
	13,6
	0,70

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	1,18
	0,555

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	1,29
	0,526


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.



WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM4.3 versus Affiliation
Descriptive Statistics
	Affiliation
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Other
	4
	4
	9,8
	-0,85

	Private company
	9
	4
	14,3
	0,98

	University/Research centre
	11
	4
	12,0
	-0,32

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	1,27
	0,531

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	1,70
	0,428


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.



WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM5.1 versus Affiliation
Descriptive Statistics
	Affiliation
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Other
	4
	3
	9,6
	-0,89

	Private company
	9
	4
	11,2
	-0,72

	University/Research centre
	11
	4
	14,6
	1,36

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	1,99
	0,371

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	2,21
	0,331


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.




WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM5.2 versus Affiliation
Descriptive Statistics
	Affiliation
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Other
	4
	3,5
	12,6
	0,04

	Private company
	9
	4,0
	12,4
	-0,06

	University/Research centre
	11
	3,0
	12,5
	0,03

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,00
	0,998

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	0,00
	0,998


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.



WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM6.3 versus Affiliation
Descriptive Statistics
	Affiliation
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Other
	4
	2
	11,4
	-0,35

	Private company
	9
	2
	12,7
	0,12

	University/Research centre
	11
	2
	12,7
	0,14

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,12
	0,941

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	0,15
	0,926


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.




WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM6.6 versus Affiliation
Descriptive Statistics
	Affiliation
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Other
	4
	3
	12,4
	-0,04

	Private company
	9
	2
	11,3
	-0,63

	University/Research centre
	11
	3
	13,5
	0,64

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,47
	0,792

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	0,52
	0,771


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.



WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM6.7 versus Affiliation
Descriptive Statistics
	Affiliation
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Other
	4
	3
	11,5
	-0,31

	Private company
	9
	3
	11,9
	-0,33

	University/Research centre
	11
	3
	13,4
	0,55

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,31
	0,856

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	0,34
	0,843


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.



WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM7.1 versus Affiliation
Descriptive Statistics
	Affiliation
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Other
	4
	2
	9,3
	-1,01

	Private company
	9
	2
	12,7
	0,12

	University/Research centre
	11
	2
	13,5
	0,64

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	1,07
	0,585

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	1,37
	0,504


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.



	WORKSHEET 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test: ITEM7.2 versus Affiliation
Descriptive Statistics
	Affiliation
	N
	Median
	Mean Rank
	Z-Value

	Other
	4
	3
	12,8
	0,08

	Private company
	9
	3
	12,4
	-0,03

	University/Research centre
	11
	3
	12,5
	-0,03

	Overall
	24
	 
	12,5
	 


Test
	Null hypothesis
	H₀: All medians are equal

	Alternative hypothesis
	H₁: At least one median is different

	Method
	DF
	H-Value
	P-Value

	Not adjusted for ties
	2
	0,01
	0,997

	Adjusted for ties
	2
	0,01
	0,997


The chi-square approximation may not be accurate when some sample sizes are less than 5.


